is the claim that in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries continental universities like Salerno and Leiden taught little but Paracelsianism.
There is much useful material in this volume, and it will doubtless be consulted widely for biographical information on English royal doctors. But it is neither as comprehensive nor as accurate as one might wish, and the author's general understanding of the history of medicine in this period is shaky.
Vivian Nutton Given the fluidity of the Corpus and its redactions in the manuscript tradition, Green does not claim to be producing the original text, but merely to present the text as it was at one stage in the process of transmission, the "standardized ensemble" of around 1300. This is found in twentynine manuscripts, nine of which are used to construct the text. This is a wise decision, and one can only applaud the care and accuracy with which this has been achieved (even perhaps to a fluidity between -ocio/-otio?). But there are some problems, especially when reference is made to other redactions, and the decision to have separate notes to the Latin and the translation is both cumbersome and unhelpful to those whose interest is in both. But non-Latinists can rest assured that the translation of the text before them is accurate, and problems of plant identification can be checked against Green's appendix of compound drugs and her index of plants.
One cannot, however, emphasize too strongly that the text of "Trotula" as printed here differs substantially from that which appeared in print in 1544 and has since then been taken to represent Salernitan gynaecology. As Green shows, this edition is merely one phase, and an unlucky one at that, in the attempt to bring together Salernitan writings on women. Even the present edition marks a beginning, not an end, for scholars will now have to consult a variety of texts and redactions before they can pronounce with any certainty about Salernitan gynaecology. But, in return, they can be grateful to Monica Green for ensuring that, from now on, the foundations of their theories can rest on solid ground, not sand.
I append three minimal notes. What a good idea this was for a book: study the different uses to which Hippocrates has been put in different historical contexts, in various countries from the Renaissance to the twentieth century. This was not only a good idea in theory but also a well-executed one in practice. An introduction and thirteen essays of a uniformly high standard address the theme without straying. Broadly speaking, the uses to which Hippocrates has been put are two. First, he has appeared as an adjudicator in matters of practice and theory, and second, as an authority in issues of ethics.
These deployments are illustrated in all the chapters except the first one in which Helen King interrogates Renaissance texts to discover why Hippocrates was appointed "father" of medicine, a term not previously employed to describe him. King suggests the appellation may be related to changing
